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1 Ny writing this ſmall piece. I bars F 
two objects. One is a cheap and 
extenſive circulation; and the other 
to ſerve as a guide to thoſe perſons 
who may wiſh to preſerve upon 
their minds a juſt idea of the Place 8 | 
and value of any particular argu- 
ment, in a miſcellaneous contro- 
verſy; and to enable them to jud e 
how far any particular advantage in 
argumentation affects the merits of 


sthe queſtion 3 in deb N 


1 


Arguments from reaſon againſt the trinita- 


rian hypatheſis. 


erer have been ſuggeſted by any thi 

rin the courſe of . — thong it — 
been imagined by ſome perſons of a peculiarly! 
fanciful turn, and previouſly perſuaded of the 
truth of that doctrine) is not maintained by any 
perſons to whom my writings can be at all 


uſeful. 1 ſhall therefore only addreſs myſelf to 


thoſe who believe the doctrine on the ſuppo- 
ſition of its being contained in the ſcriptures, 
at the ſame time maintaining, that, though it 
is above, it is not properly contrary to reaſon; 
and I hope to make it ſufficiently evident, ei- 
ther that they do not hold the 85 rie or that 
the doctrine of three divine perſons conflituting 
one God is ſtrictly ſpeaking an abſurdity, or con- 
Tradliction; and that it 15 th 
any proof, even by miracles. With this view, 
1 ſhall recite in order all the diſtin& modifica- 
tions of this doctrine, and ſhew that, upon any 
of them, there is either no proper unity, in the 


divine nature, or no proper trinity. 
If, with Dr. Waterland, and others who are 
reckoned the ſtrifteſt Athanaſians (though their 
opinions were- not known in the time of Atha- 
naſius himſelf) it be N that there are 


—_— —— — ꝓͤ—b ——x·m — — ——— — —— —— — ——— — 


erefore incapable of 


three 
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$Irec: 
1 0 f ſuperiority N he r BT 
hree 


—.— any Wo : 
ehre, 2 27 ments and pu 
nd, Gods For if each of W ſepara 01 
An be poſſeſſed. of all diyine perfeQions, 
is ne nothing 1 Rang. to complete. diyinit 
each of them. muſt be as oy a nc 
being poſſeſſed of all the properties of 
muſt; be a man; and therefore three pero prion pl 
ſeſſed of all the attributes of divinity m 
as Properly three. Gods as three perſons 7 polſefie3 
of all human attributes muſt. be. t rec W 8 
rs three perſons, therefore, mul 15 * 
able of any: ſtrict or numerical unity. - 
-.pniyer y. true, that Zhree thi t 
wha ſame. definition applies re 1 m3 70 
one thing to which the ſame definition 1 b 
And urhen 1 5 the words thing, | 12 
:we mean nothing more than, ſogica 6 580 Ng 
the /ubjed, | or . /u 7 5 ef. properties, orf 
.bytery it is a matter of ae 5 .of 
them we make uſe of. e be 2 
Each of theſe three perſons may ay er 
properties, but they muſt. be numerically Ire 
in that reſpeCt in hich the ſame definition 9 85 
plies to them. If, therefore, the three, perilo ſons 
agree in this circumſtance, that they arè ea 
ol them perfect God, though they may differ ir 
other reſpects, and have peculiar relations. 0 
each. other, and to us, they mult ſtill be ?Byee 
Cadiz and to ſay that they are only an God is 
as much a contradiction, as to Lay that, three | 
men, though they differ from, one anot ther ' A8 
much as three men can do, are not three k men, 
but only one man. A 


N. ithe tine ! FOR 3 
6 e antenfcene ber, 
e 


ad earfqn and Bull 


0 hh „ that the Father is tile 
e 10 and that t don is derived 
er neceffirily or voluntarily, 


ede 2 Mi or from all eter cu. 
one be 15 the ſame rank; but 15 82 be 
ed of an ori ginal, a real, and ptoper fu. 
| 16 77 to the 8085 ho will be no more than 
of the Father's exertion of his powers, 
5 to all intents and purpoſes, making tie 
0n oy "a Production, or creature of the Father; 
[ 9 5 though it ſhould' be ſuppoſed” with the 
ents that he was created out of che fub- 
© of the Father, and without taking any 
NE 0 him. Moreover, as upon this f. 
E Son was never capable of giving birth to 
it 1 5 Perfon! like himſelf, be Saſk ve been 
orig 'mferior in power to the Father, the 
Fource from which he himfelf ſprung. On 
55 ſcheme, Pol ttiere is no proper” equal. 
between theſe divine perſons; — the an- 
8 athers did not pretend that there waz, 
ut dift Meet the Father by the epithet of 
of himſelf, and the 8 by the infe- 


HE. BS an Nu, Gel of God, or a tb 
Bry 


10 0 it, be tl that there is but one inte lag 
reme. mind, but that it exerts itſelf 
wg Ways, and has three different modes: of 
ion, or operation (which was the on. 
„Wallis, and that which was g 
Aletibed to the antient Sabellians) with” — 
"to 61 ne of which the ſame divine was call- 
KL fo Tacker, to or wal: the Son, and _— 
| 2 $2 Tae - 


I 


1 


aſſiſted at leaſt in deceiving themſelves, 1 11 
belief that they were trinitarians, ok Þx: the 1 


„ 3 
3 an e 


gs tim Tor 40, . 
+' a en events” Hf ee 11 T2zof v- 
Mie" Holy” Spirit; there is no proper friniyſat 

Por on the ſame principle one man, 
chtee different offices, or having dior fe 
bor relations or capacities, as th 
giltrate, father, for, c. would ba; "three differ 
ent men. { Hoi 20 

Some r . hemictres As believing, the 


| doctrine the trinity by aſſerting with Dr. 


ge*, that « is ſo united! ta the 
ec; derived nature of Chriſt, and does ſo dwell 
40 in it, chat, by virtue of that union, Chriſt 
Pe be properly called God, and ſuch re- 
become due to him, as are nbt due 
« to any created nature, or mere creature, 
«© be it in itſelf ever ſo excellent.” _ 
What this union is, in conſequence of which 
any creature can be entitled to the __—_ 
honours of his creator, is. 9 pretended. 
xe explained; but as we cannot pofhbry hk: 
any idea of an union between God ad > 
oreature, beſides that of God being 
with that creature, and acting by 8 
the fame thing that is affertedby by the- rang « 
32 the Gr theſe nominal trinitariant mult "ge e 
farily belong to one or other of theſe 
claſſes. This is ſo evident; that ĩt 1s hardly paſhb 
not to ſuppoſe. but that they muſt bave 5 


To 


ence which a dread of the odium 
inconveniences attending the [120g 


"6. 
AD doctrine had on eir minds. Ee 


2 9.6 Ses his Leftures, piogobien 128, 25d 
ſence 


again the trinitarien ae. | 3 


ſence of with creature, 
whether i A ie Fa pn ik him, or it 52 4 
_ exprefied in an 
9 the deity} of 45 e hi 
dt Treatureg und whatever it be, 10 
| — he may ng again 
5 111 what kind of divinity; n S 
2, which is dependent ypon the de ot ape ane 
ther 1734 50 RN A7 5 1 Ti 80 A 
pon none of the wodiicationk,, therefore, 
which have been mentioned (and all pg bp | 
be reduced to theſe) can the doctrine oi the 
trinity, or of three divine perſons in one God 
be In moſt of them the degtrine 
nſelf is loſt, and where it remains, it is in- 
— Aren eee OF * 


An e e * 
doidw 19 32 4h HAY FE 0 II. „ I. N 
ac 509 of lg i. 1. +3 TH 8 VINE 


an i; Tron reaſon uin, be Art 
q bug 1 < potbefts.. Fay 3 5 "ON 


"HE Arizn dpetrine, of the world havitit 
deen 1 50 and governed not by the fu- 
5 as Gol himſelf; i by Chriſt, the' ſon vf 
God, ' hou ugh no tontradiRtion i in itſelf, is" upon 
Kiesen highly i robable. 
ME reaſoning n effes to cauſes, carries 
ut no farther than to. 5 the Wusel ereator of 
ts 1395 uniyerſe. For if we can ſuppoſe that 
to Have Rad a cauſe, or author, we may 
ſe hal his ca ſe 2 author had a hig gher 
125 88 d ſo off ad infinitun.” According 
fit of nature, therefore, the immed ate 
hy or author of the vifible univerſe, is the 
A 3 ſelf- 


"S * | Spin NG . 
3 ul fir 18 Jn fot lay 
7 4s trurtient: Coen hn 
the hehe 12 110 naturally impoffible 
inge a being ofliſſed of power” ſufficient to 
pr Todiice. the. ibi univerſe, enen is 4 limits 
ed production, may be finite, and therefore may 
denve his power and his being from one who 
ſuperior to him. But thou ht the Arian ſcheme 
cannot be ſaid to be in itſel impoſſible, it is, on 
cyeral accounts, extremely improbable 4 priori, 
and therefore ought not to be admitted Linen | 
ver ſtrong and clear evidence, : 
1 this erat derived being, the ſuppoſes Pink 
ker and governor of the world, was united to à 
human body, he muſt either have retained and 
have exerciſed his extraordinary powers during 
this union, or have been diveſted of ef cken and 
po ſuppoſition has its peculiar difficulties and 
Fa geen be * 729 100 
is great being retained his proper powers 
during this union, Fe muſt have been fuſtarning 
the whole univerſe, and ſuperintending all the 
laws of nature, while he was an infant at the 
breaſt. of his mother, and while he hung upon 
croſs. And to imagine the creator of thi 
world to have been in thoſe circumſtances; i 
an idea at which the mind revolts, almoſt '' as 
much as at that of the ſupreme, God bimſelf 
being reduced to them. 
| 0 if Chriſt retained and exertifed al 
his former powers in this ſtate of app' ent hu- 
miliation, E muſt have wrought all” his mira. 
cles by a power properly his on, a power Ha. 
turally belonging ta him, as much as" che 
of TAG; and W belangs to auy wo 
RW 911 Thahe 


* A 1 * j 
ay FP 5 Aide 4 
ia Wit] i the | 


nich ! 10 e | 


hi 1 1 5774 

10 7 on the other hand, Chri C rh wal 1 05 

iS, original powers, or emptied e mM * 
upon his incarnation, the whole Tyſten t 

government of the uniyerſe muſt Bare, ie 

{which Þ 


changed, his reſidence upon ka 
ther e er derived 157 05 
ſcheme 3 not provide) muſt have taken Nos | 
dure or the ſupreme being himſelf muſt have 
candeſcended. to do that which the ſcheme ſup⸗ 
Nate there was an W dt de in his doing. 
or certainly the making and | rerun. 3 
8 would not ou been ele wel 
there h had not. been ſome g re 
N nature 18 "OY thou gh. 5 be unknown vn 
to us, and ma indifeoverable 9 us, Why the 
world Should f ave been made oe governed by 
derived. being, and not by the ſup preme bein, 
kümſelf me „And d this reaſon, p82 aber it wa 
Aar , as far as: I te can judge, have Operate 
the time that t was upon the e 
* well as before. | 
2 If Cbriſt "a ee to the ſtate of a Kia 
. 9 humiliation on carth, rexſon 
wilt, 2 might nat a-mere man have be 
ince, ieee his 190 
— — . — Was, in ha, 4 one by 


more than an er man, aided an A ſted b 
Selen he l might have been n to." 


i 


4 


: 


2 Aimee, — regfon 
et Wiſbes miffion, 
eimgs whom it 2. race 
All nb Tl tar 0 Nh 
grea iety, and i 
pp intt dent of 5 jt e ae de RE q 
What öccaflon Was 890 for nl belt 
th Ti for the pur rpo ofe of eh Ar 34 the 
will 15 God to nf And as an Exam (> of 
7 Nfürfectiön to an immortal life (to en 
which was the great obj ect of his miffion), | 
rag and refurrection of one who was'properly | 
wa ply 4 man, was certainly far be 
ada) 12 give men ſatisfaction concervitt 
Er "Own * refurrection, chan the fc 
ug death” {for it could be nothing word 0 
| being as the maker of the world; an 
Me r ar dtion of a body to which he bad 
Been united- Por, as he was # being WE 
uch higher rank, it might be ſaid, tha 
ny of His nature might Vo Rpt dem 
10 "of ours; and therefore e might Have 
FORE: eges to which we could not pretend, Un 
6 which'we' ought not to aſpire, -* 552 9107 
Tf the world God created and governed by 
derived being, this being, on whom we imme- 
diately depended, would be that to whom all 
men would naturally look. He would neceſ- 
farily become the LA of their prayero, in cob 


| ſequence of which the ſupreme ing mould be 
Ipher 


* 


dverlooked, and become a mere C in the 
univerſe. 12. 1 £3 oor ee 
As modern philof fuppoſes chat tl 
are innumerable Noſophy foppoſes by Tati 
and imperfect beings (for all evearurer muft be 
__ and ee beſides” this of mes 
SITY ye; -Yag wv; L285 an nnot 


55 197g 
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RING a &\\ 4 : e 


Zee, * 

301% og Ay 31 2 AS 

9 : Tas dar power eee ro 
„„ And can, we: ſuppoſe. either that, thin 


ould be the only ſpot in the univerſe fo hi 
tinguiſhed;' or that che maker 2 


e 
upon e cg 
Xp of other men, Tang 
ateri oul in man, altogether cd; 
e it muſt have bee 
pgs „and acting before his rth, as v 

will be after his death. Bat tf cle arg 


fitions Toh” Ne „ mature 
I AT. Na 


| ng. Proper contradifiion, | „ 
1 y improbable. a priari, and ew 
ought not to „„ 


e f $3 \ * wha Fay : 


s T "PE 1 : et * 8 
s - 2 % . 5 11 "2 z 93 } 'FS 7 
Ae a Of 3g: WY 4515 8 eit 


2 21 3. 1 


8 againf the. trinitarian We the 
> yon bypochefs Fran che ſerigtares, 


SHALL, now ſhew, in as conciſe a 8 
aulas Ltan, chat the doctrine of the trinity, 

Aba Arian hypotheſis, has as little ooun- 

tenance or the fer pures as it hay Fram: er. 
on. The ſcriptures teach us that there ig hut 
un God, who is himſelf the maker 11 the 
governor of all things; that this one God is the 


ſale 


— Ce ERC — f ˙˖ EE GE EE See ego 
— 


— eDUä—— OS — — — — 


"2.1 


— P Or PISA eB <p> © 29 SB. Boe 


| mited- 


85 1 never occur in the ſcriptures, but it is 


in any other direct propoſition hatever. Chriſt 


IQ Arguments again. the ttinitoniathc, : 


dle object of worſhip, and. that: he cant Jeſus 


Chriſt to inſtruct mankind, imnpewael; lim ta 
work miracles, raiſed him — the dead, and 
gave him all the pawer: that he ever as, ort is | 
eſſed of. Wält uit ba. AE 103 QUr 
eſcriptures contain the cleareſt, and m 
expteſs declarations, that there is but aue Gad, 
without. ever mentioning any exception in fas 


| vour, of a trinity, or —— uarding us againſt being 


led 3 inta any miſtake by ſuch general and unli⸗ 


5 ns. Ex. xx. 3. Thou ſhalt haus 
#9: other; God Before me. DRU r. vi. 4. Haar, Q 


Mau, we Lord our God is one Lord. Manx xii. 
29. \The fir of all the commandments. is, Hear, 
Mail, the: Lord our Cod, is one Lord. 1 Cob, 
viii. 6. Tous there is but. one God, the Father. 
whom ane all things, and awe in him; and one Lord 
Fefus Chrift; by. pt romp all things, and. ave by 
hm. Erk, iv 5, 6. One: Lord; one. faiths ant 
abn. One God, „ and. Pather of 4 %%% 16 
above all, and through all, and i in you all. * Tre 
ile 5. For there is one God, and one 
taveen God and men, the man Chrift Jer. - 
On the other hand, not only does the word 


g 


ſaid that there are three perſons in this 
1 God; nor is the doctrine explicitly laid down 


indeed ſays, JOHN x. 30. I and m. father: 
one z. bur he. ſufficiently engines Ry 

praying that his. diſciples might, be one > 
him. in on ſame: ſenſe in w he: N 
5 Jon's XVii.. Als 224, That 


F 


eee eee ob et 

Sarg abe thod *gavhfh ro h That 

that they muy he with eben as die ure s frog 
04, Tus dne God is aid tö have Sl 
inge; and n⁰ intimation is gen of his Has 
ing employed any inferior. agent, or inflrumint; hay 
| 4. work of creation. © GEN. i. 1. I. the 
ning God crtated the heaven and the curtb-. "i 
Gd aid, Let there be light, and there waf 2255 
Kb. Per Axxifi. 6. By the word © e 


the heavens made, and all the beſt them 
— zi mouth—v: ix. He Sale, und it Was 
Ane, Be commanded,” and it od faſt. Is. xlic 
24. Thus Faith the Lord, thy rn e 
ed thet from the word, Jam the\ Lord 
muleth all things, that Rretcheth forth the Beavens 
Uority hat fpreadeth abroad the earth by m 
1%) This one God is called the Fathe wh "er 
the author of all beings; and he 15 Calle 
and Father with” reſpect to Chriſt, as Well as 
drlter perſons. IN vi. 27, Labour not for the 
meat bhich periſbeth, but for that 'trieat which 
ehdaveth unio everlafling fe, which the Son of 
n ſhall” give unto Joy or him hath God the 
2 fete.” JoRN xvü. 3, That they might 
Enotu hes "the only true God, * Jeſus Chrift 
aohom thou haft ſent. JOHN xx. Ga 4.4 my 
brethren,” and fa 1. unto them, I 105. ant 
ther-and "5 IV iid. ty. 'o8 Gal 
God." Eri. 5 5 That the God. 9 
eſus Cbrift, the Father of Glory, ive Dd 
By pre of wiſdom A ce the 5 
T him. COL. i. 3, We give thanks. to 
x the Father of our Lord Jeſus Chrift. mu | 
1 Obriſt is faid expreſsly to be inferior to 
— all is power is ſaid to have been 


J. given | 


* * hb R 5 ; Ti. (4 ) ” 4 7 ; . oO 


ve! Kim by the Father, and -he'-could 40 
| nothing without che Father. Jonm xiv. 28, 
N Father ir greater than IJ. I Con. ii. 23, 
Ls 4 Oh s and Chrift is | God's, © 1-Com 
xi. 3, The at of Chrift-is God, ne 19% 
iy, verily, Tay unto you, the Son can do nb. 
5 3 g DAN xiv. 10, 'The avords that 
T fpeak not of myſelf, but the N- 
| that let in me be doth "the" wwithi. 
Marr. xxviii. 18, All power it given to ne 5 
 Beaven, and in carib. 2 PeT. i. * ie e. 
cei ved from God the Father honour ami 
Rx v. i. 1, The revelation of Jeſus C Chris, ww 
Gal gave unto him. 0 * 0 
It is now alledged, that Chriſt Aae enn 
An he:was inferior to the Father with reſpett 
'to his divine nature, but only with reſpect to 
"his human nature. . ſuch liberties be ta- 
ken in explaining a perſon's meariin 2 
"has r no uſe babes On the ass 
it might be aſſerted that Chriſt never die ar 
chat e never roſe from the dead, ſecretly mean- 
ing his divine nature only. There is to kind 
of im poſition but what might be authorized 
by ſuch an abuſe of language as this. 
5. Some things were with-held\from Chriſt 
by his Father, Mank iii. 32, Bur ks 
day, and that hour, knoweth- no many na not the 
angelt that are in 'heaven, neither the Bon, but the 
Father. Marr. xx. 23, To fit on my wright 
Baud and on my * is not mine to give; But it 
Pall be. given to em for hone it 1 ‚ 
my Father. 


9 * | 
3* £ 


26. As all the dominion that Christ us A 


"derived from the Father, fo it is —— to 
a t 


Pas « Conn, 9. Then n- 
tons, guhen e Kan elivered' up the. 
kingdom 40 Cod, even th Father, iuben he fall haw 


2 anauſt rec 75 till he Baß Put all enemies under | 
| La 


ng 

i p 7 > him, then ng the Som allo. 275 
66 „ 7.) ants. blew that * all things under Bim, 
W od may be all in a ie, 

7. Chriſt always prayed to the Father,” ad 
* as much humility and reſignation, as. any N 
Wan, or the moſt dependent being in the uni- 
verſe, could a do. Our Lord's whole 
"hiſtory. is 150 Proof of this; but eſpecially the 
A66ne.01 ony in the garden, MAT: vi. 
3 &e E. e began to be ſorry nd very heavy; 
A Pen ith he - unto them, my ſoul i exceeding 

aa even unto death, tarry ye here, and caleh 
i me. And he went alittle farther end fell 
.en bis : ace and prayed, ſaying, my Father, it 
be poſhble, let this cup paſs from me; ne ©1973; he 
* Luuill, but as thou wilt. 
d. Chriſt is not only. filed o man even 
2 er his. reſurrection, but the reaſon- 
e che apoſtles, in ſome of che paſ- 
4 here - he -is ſpoken of, require that he 
| che conſidered as a man with reſpect to 
E. ure, Ang not in name only, as their, = uf 
Toning has no force but upon that ſuppoſiti 
Foes "veel p Toh of Nazareth, a min approved 

Gu, 6 by our acler af duet, nd al ns, 


b 


e all rule, and all authority, aud Potter. 1 


it Auna rg ther inituriaum 
which Gad. did by him, in he fnid e 
Hi 75 Hherefere'#'  lahovelt Bim 0 ZN 
be made lile unto: his brethren.” HE. ii. . 
became lim for whom rowers rn 11 
are all things, in bringing many ſons uno g 11 5 
male '#he- N eat of their ſulvation perfe e thr, Mah, 
1. Cor xv, 21. For finite” by + 
— Lyman came ulſo the green, 8 | 
dhradand. For ag in Adam all die, even ſo 15 br 1 
Hull all be rade alive, 9 © AL 
en Whateverexaltation Chriſt now enjoys 17 
r- his Father, and the rev fe 
obedience unto death. PII. ii. 8, 9, And $01 ng. 
11: faſhion as a man, he humbled himſelfy” and 1280 
come-obedrent to denth, even the denth) 725 THY e 
Wherefore Cod alſo hath highly txtitet' 5 
beer which is above eve Ya 
1h by But ui ſee Jeſus, who 15 Fenn 4 1 0 4 
latuen :than 'the'. angels for the ſi h, 
crowned wilh glory and Honour. 1115 «5 4 Fara uf 
ing unto Feſus, ie author and finiſh, jhe# of o 776 
«ubo-for. the: joy which aas ſet before Fim 
the rr, 60% ing the 1 and a far 042 Gt 65 11 
right hand f the throne of God. ; 3 TOE QT oy 
. it allo he conſidered, that no uf? CO Y 
is made of the doctrine f the incarhation off 
the-maker of the world, in all the New Teſt elta- 
ment. We are neither informed why'ſo,extrac 
ordinary a meaſure was neceſſary for e te. 
tion of men, nor that it war neceſſa „ Af 
that can be pretended is, that it is alluded in # 
certain expreſſions. But certainly it might have: 
been expected that a meaſure of this maghitude | 
ſhou!dhavebeen , declared, if not 1 


1 
rom. 


&\ b o by N 


eee. br Boer Pon tx RAANr. 13 
t Mankind might have nd dodbt 
2 ae had beem done for them: and 
Arle might reſpe their great«deliverery\ as 
1 nature, and his proper rank in the creation 
required. W LAN © Az THIS RIFLE NY N N 
The; author of che epiltle to the Hebrew /s evi 
den 907 ang gere Chriſt as a being of a different 
Kin rom that of angels; and — — 
fays:th that he guys, to be ſo, is, that he miglit 
Jo a feeling of our infirmities; But, certainly), 
| 22 be more eaſily ſatisſied that any | 
ep 145 felt a8 a man, if he was truly a man, and 
jy: more than a man than if he was a ſupe- 
r being, and eſpecially a being ſo far ſuperior 
to us. as the maker of the world muſt have been, 
Sg ed to the condition of a man. Becauſe, 
0 rp any recollection of his — Papel 
a.of that muſt have borne him up under 
e ulties and ſufferings, in ſuch a manner 
9 mere, man could: have been ſupported; 
And 18 ſuppoſed by the Arians that Chriſt had 
21 know 1 of his prior ſtate, for they ſuppoſe 
him to have referred to it in his prayer to the 
pla for the glory which be had with him before 
| , war; and yet this is hardly conſiſtent 
"a I 7 that Luke gives 0 . et 
jr ; 
1 pen 1 chink, ng an unptef 4 
0 attend to theſe conſiderations, wit the 
mf Rae“ cripture above recited (which are per- 
. agrecable, to the tenor of the whole) 
| 50 that it was the intention of the fa. 
a writers to repreſent. Chriſt either as the ſu- 
8105 God, c or as che maker of the world under 
God. 
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(G7 Argumente againſt 1 5 « trinitarion nu 
There is. another hypothbfigz »0bſome modern 


Artie Which repreſents!Choiſt'ius laying! pre- 


"exifted; but not ag having beer the brüntor pr 
gorernor of the world; or the medium of alt the 
ep ens of God to mankind. But thoſe 
texts of ſcripture which ſeem: to be moſt expreſs | 
in favour of Chriſt's preexiſtence; do likewiſe, by 
the fame mode of interpretation, repreſent him 
as the maker of the world; ſo that if the favoùr- 
ers of this hypotheſis can ſuppoſe the language 
of tkeſe texts to be figurative, they may more ca- 
ſtly ſuppoſe che other to be figurative alſo; and 
that whatever obſcurity there may be in them, 
they were not intended to refer to ef precxiſt- 
: ence at . ö 
The paſſages of ſeriptars which ate fuppoſed | 
f to-ſpealt of Chriſt as the maker of the world; are 
the following, viz. Jon i i. 1, 10. Ep; iii. 
Cor. i. 15, &c. Hes. i. 1, &e. Theſe, I wi 1 
venture to ſay, are the texts that moſt ſtrongly fa- 
your the notion of Chriſt's preexiſtence} and ne 
perſon can doubt but that, if they muſt be inter- 
Preted to affert that Chriſt preexiſted at all; they, 
with the ſame elearneſs, aflert that he was the 
maker of the world. But if theſe texts admit of 
a figurative interpretation, all the other texts, 
which are ſuppoſed to refer to the prrexi fence only 
will more eaſily admit of a ſimilar conſtruction 
Theſe two opinions, therefore, viz. that Chriſt 
preexiſted, and that he was the maker of the 


World, ought, by all means, to ſtand or falb toge- 


ther; and if any perſon think the latter tobe im- 
5 robable, and'contrary to the plam tenor * 
eriptures (which uniformly repreſent t 

preme being himſelf, without the aid of a1 122 


ferior agent, or inſtrument, as. the maker of ber 
| univerſe 


_ 
and Arian hypotheſes from ſcriptures. 17 
univerſe) he mould abandem the'doGtine of fim- 
; ple preexiſtence alſo. YR none pf 11 | 
517 Incwhat manner the proper unitarians inter- 
; pret: theſe paſſages of ſcripture, may be ſeen in 
my Familia Vluſtration | of particular texte of 
Jieripture, in ſeveral of the Sacinian tract, in 
three volumes quarto, and eſpecially in Mr. 
/ indſey's Sequel to his Apslogy, p. 455, to which 
Le my reader for a farther e of. this 
It. is only of late years, that any. pepſong have 
"Spade: to. ſeparate the two opinions of 
+ Chriſt's preexiſtence, and of his being the maker 
ef the world. All the antient Arians maintain- 
td both, as did Dr; Clarke, Mr. Whiſton, Mr. 
Emlyn, Mr. Pierce, and their followers; and I 
do: not know that any other hypotheſis has ap- 
peared in coriling, except that it. is Aeg to. in 
thei Seren re 1244 4 1% 101 587 
1117 1 „le I | No 1:51.23 I | 
e VV. 
«ds gument] from hiſtory OW the divinity 
and preexiſtence of Chriſt; or a ſummary 
vfecu of | the evidence for the primitive 
7  ehyiſttais having beld the doctrine of” me 


ple humanity of Chrift. 
N. B To each article is ſubjoined a "rb ftebdide' to 
WE. in which the ſubje& is diſcuſſed : 
ſignifying the Hifory of the Corruptions of 
Chriſtianity, vol. 1. R. Reply to the Monthly Re- 
vDieau z and L, Letters to Dr. Herſey. To each 
article is alſo ſobjoined, a reference to the al- 
lowing Maxim of Hifterical Criticiſm. | ; 
1 T is acknowledged by early writers of the 

1 orthodox perſyaſion, that two kinds of 
aref 12 exiſted in the times of the apoſtles, viz. 
I | thoſe who held that Sag was hmply 


a man, 


15 


8 g bambnf) V0 Hö ryr. A 


the CHrifa preexiſtent ſpirit who deſeendedftom 
heaven and dwelt in him) that ſuffered" on the 
croſs. Now the apoſtle John animadverts with 
the greateſt ſeverity upon the latter, but makes 
no mention of the former; and can it be tliought 
probable that he would paſs it without cenſure; 
if he had thought it to be an error; ge 
how great, and how dangerous an error it has 
always been thought by thoſe who have conſi- 
dered it as being an error at all? Maxim 12 H. 
; ft The great objection that Jews have always 
made to chriſtianity in its preſent ſtate is, that it 
enjoins the worſhip of more gods than one; and 
it is a great article with the chriſtian writers of 
the fecond and following centuries to anfwer” 
this objection. But it does not appear in all 
the book of Acts, in which we hear much of the 
cavils of the Jews, both in Jeruſalem and in 
many parts of the Roman empire, that the7ß 
made any ſuch objection to | chriſtianity hn; 
nor do the apoſtles either there, or in their 
epiſtles, advance any thing with a view to ſuch 
an objection. It may be preſumed, therefore, 
that no ſuch offence to the Jews had then been 
iven, by the preaching of a doctrine ſo offen- 
fre to them as that of the divinity of Chriſt 
muſt have been. Maxim 12, 13. L. p. 59. F DOA 
3. As no Jew had originally any idea of their 
Meſſiah being more than a man, and as the 
apoſtles and the firſt chriſtians had certainly the 
ſame idea at firſt concerning Jeſus, it may be 
eee ee ſuppoſed 


* 
* 
"I 


 againflthe daun offt. ” 


bie that, eat et nr Por 

that Jeſus, was-not;a,many; by 1 55 mes 
ſelf; or the maker of the world 505 
ſhould have bsen able to trace LN time 4 


cireumflaness: in which ſo: great a difcgvery was 
made to them; and alſo that we ſhould have per- 
ceived the effect which it had upon their minds 
at leaſt by ſome change in their manner. of 
ſpeaking: concerning him. But nothing of this 
kind is to be found in the goſpels, in the bock 
of Acts, or in any of the Epiſtles. We e perceive 
marks enow of other new views of thin ga, eſpe- 
cially of the call of the Gentiles to anke of the 
privileges of the goſpel; and we hear much of 5 
e and the eager contention which it 
Joh But how much more muſt all their 
prejudices have been ſhocked by the Informa- 
tion that a perſon whom they firſt took to be @.- 
mars, man, was not a man, but either God him 
ſelf, or the maker of the world under God * 
Mazim 73. 1. p- 55 To 
4. All the Jewiſh chriſtians, after the deftrucy | 
tion of Jeruſalem, which was immediately after. 
the age of the apoſtles, are ſaid to have bach Er 
bionites ; and theſe were only of two ſorts, * 4 
of them holding the miraculous conception of 
our ſaviour, and others believing that he was the 
ſon of Joſeph as well as of Mary. None of 
them axe ſaid to have believed either that he 
was God, or the maker of the world under God. 
And is jt at all credible that the body of the 
Jewiſh: chriſtians, if they had ever been inſtruct-⸗ 
ed by the apoſtles in the doctrine of the divinity 1.5 
or pte- exiſtence of Chriſt, would ſo ſoon, and 
generally, if not univerſally, have abandoned that. 
faith? e H. p. 7. R. p. 3. L. p. 14. 
5 Had 


produce any inſtance in 


| +40 .. Agamen From bifory ED * 


Bad, en been N as God, or the 


maker of the world under God in the early ages 
of the church, he would naturelly have . 
the proper object of prayer to chriſtians ; nay, 


more ſo than God the Father, with whom, on 


the ſcheme of the doctrine of the trinity, they 


muſt have known that they had leſs immediate 


intercourſe. But prayers to Jeſus Chriſt were 


not uſed in early times, but gained ground gradu- 
Aus th the opinion of Chriſt being God, and 
e object of worſhip. Maxim 14. L. p. 81, 


5 ag naue repreſents the apoſtles as obli- - 


ged to uſe. great caution not to offend. their ſirſt 
converts with the doQtrine of Chriſt's divinity;. 
and as forbearing to urge that topic till they 
were firſt well eſtabliſhed; in the belief of his 
being the Meſſiah. He adds, that che Jews. be- 

ing in an error on this ſubj ject, drei the Gen- 
tiles into it. Chryſoſtom agrees with Athana- 
ſius in this repreſentation ol · the ſilence of the 
apoſtles in their firſt preaching, both with ref» 


pect to the divinity. of Chriſt, and his miracu- 


lous conception. They both repreſent them as 
leaving their diſciples to learn the doctrine of 


Chriſt's divinity, by way of inference from cer- 


tain expreſſions; and the N not pretend to 
V 


ich they taught that 
doctrine elearly and exphieity, -. a laxim 18. H. 
p. 12, IL. p. 37, 53. 

7. Hegeſippus, the firſt chriſtian hiſtorian, 
himſelf a Jew, and therefore probably an Ebi- 
onite, enumerating the hereſies of his time, 
mentions ſeveral of the Gnoſtic: kind, but not 
that of Chriſt being a mere man. He moreo- 
ver * ante in neee to eee where he 


wn 


one N e 


2713 10 bod af 65 heres 1190 3 
29 1 Againſt, divinity; of Chr 9 * 
arrived in the — 6f Ariloetusz he fouglaltithe- 


8 
we 


chirrthes wilt he viſited" held the faith which 


which;! in his opinion, was probably that of 


tte aſſem 


time after that Epiphanius endeavoured to ve 


had Been taught by Ckriſt and the apoſtheg, 


Chriſt being not God, but man only, Jultin! 


urs alſo, and Clemens Alexandrinus, who: . 


Hegefipput treat largely of dane 
e without mentioning, ur altudimg:nh; 
che unitarians. Maxim 8. H. p. 8. R. 5.8 
80 oa, 9 who were fl, beretics in 
imes, were cut off from the communĩon 

of 12 who called themſelves the a#rhodow 
chriſtians, and went by ſome particular name 
generally that of their * But che unitari- 
ans among the Gentiles were nat expelled from 
blies of chriſtians, but* worſhipped 

along With thoſe who were called orthodox, and 
had no particular name till the tiwe of Victon 
who excommunicated Theodotusz and a long 


them the name of Alogi. And though the. 
onites, probably about or before this time, has 
been eee by the Gentile chriſtians,. 


it was, as Jſerom ſa T only on account of their 


2251 Ae des to * of Nader oy 
. The AW Ns cried Fs that avian was taught 

to all . before baptiſm, and additions 
were made to it from time to time, in order to 
exchide thoſe who were denominated heretics. 
Now, though. there. are ſeveral articles in that 
creed. which allude to the Gnoſtios, and tacitly 
condemn them, there was not, in the time of 


Tertullian, any article in it that alluded to the 


2 
«4% La 
7 7 


ene ſo that even then any unitarian, at 
leaſt. 


| 
1 
| 
1 
1 
Y 
3 
| 
q 
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IN „ eee Ser, e eee I; 
422 1 amen fr, from” Bet i 
mw 2% Bo zobodJ10. 30+ | elo Ie 
Kill one believing the miraculous» conception 
might haye. ſubſcribed it. It may, therefore, 
be concluded, that ſimple unitarianiſmi was not 


— 


| deemed heretical at the end of the ſecond cen- 


tury. Maxim 7. L. P- 27. 1149510 90 40 31171 
10. It is acknowledged by Euſebius ant 
others, that the ancient unitarians themſelves; 


eonſtantly afſerted that their doctrine Wah the 
prevailing opinion of the chriſtian; church tin 
the time of Victor. Maxim 2. H. p. 19 Ropizy; 
1. Juſtin Martyr, who maintains the pre 
exiſtence of Chriſt, is ſo far from calling the 
contrary opinion a hereſy, that what he fays on 
the ſubject is evidently an apology for his owh: 
and when he ſpeaks of heretict in general, : 
chriſtians, and baving no communication with 
Maxim +2. H. p. 17. R. p. 15. L. Pr. 
12 Irenæus, who was after Juſtin, and who” 
wrote a large treatiſe on the fubject of hereſy, 
fays very little concerning the Ebionites: Thoſe 
Ebionites he ſpeaks of as believing | that Chriſt 
was the fon 07 oſeph, and he makes no men- 
tion of thoſe who. believed the miraculous voll- 
ception. Maxim 12. H. p. 15. E. p. 94 Pr. 
13. Tertullian repreſents the majority of the 
conffben or untrarned chriſtiand, Men Bee 8b 


cChriſtians, he mentions the Gnbſtibs only 


unitarians; and it is among the common people 


that we always find the oldeſt opinions in any 
country, and in any fect, while the learned are 


moſt apt to innovate. It may therefore be pre- 


ſumed that, as the unitarian doctrine was held 
by the common people in the time of Tertulli- 


an, it had been more general ſtill before that 


time, and probably univerſal in the apoſtolicai 
age, 


8 "Y "Sek i Crit.” 23 
a bs a ſubjiecrxr 
Df comp hs ate "the or hodox W a $4 : 


eren een Refs, Lil 


andings, -wererindlined the itte | 14805 
trine . „Maxim 4, 10. R. 5. 5 Lge 5 8 
14. The firſt who held and diſeu ed the dog 
trine of the preexiſtence and divinityof Ckiriſt, g oe 

| knawledged that their opinions were ex eding 

- unpopular among the unlearned c_—_ 71 To 
tele dreaded the doctrine of the trig 

that it infringed upon the doArine's 7 Ke 

mae gof God: the Father; and the” Värhe 4 
cbriſtiantz make frequent apologi ies to them, J And 
to tl eier er een opinion. Maxim 4855 
Hope . an, od 
bo Thea vinity-of Chriſt was Arlk⸗ WA A 

oed and urged bo thoſe who had been Heathey” 7 
philoſophers; ant and eſpecially thoſe who were . 
admiixers.of of the doctrine of Plato, who Held t 95 | | 

opinion of a ſecond God. Auſtin Jays, chat he | 
confidered Chriſt as no other than a wol excel. L 
lentmar,and that he had no ſuſpicion'of the word . 
of Gochheing incarnate in him, or how «the ca- | 
« thetic faith differed from the error of Photi- 1 
muse) (the: laſt of the proper unitarians Ahe 
name is come ow to us) till he read the books 
of Plato and that he Was afterwards cofifirmed 
in the Catholic doctrine by reading the ſerip- 
turen ¶ Conſtantine in his oration to the fathers 
of the council of Nice, ſpeaks with commenda- 
tion gof Plato, as having taught the doctrine ok 
CC 3 ſecond God, derived from the ſupreme God, 
Ld Aare to WE will.“ Maxim 11. * 
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16. There is a2 pretty ey ; gradation in t he 
projiteſs of the doëtrine of c . Stor . 
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Ihe e hone 


8 — then al Logos 
1 God perſoniſiad and this logos | 
op t thouglit to be only oo ally detach- 
| ved. m the city, and then dran into his 
Sheen again, before it was imagined to hive 
a permanent perſonality, diſtinct from that af che 
+ Jour lource from which it ſprung; And. it Wag not 
A wy years after that time that Chriſty\-was 
t,zto be properly equal to the Father. 
——— on the other hand, though itſis n 
9 that the apoſtles taught the dactrine 
of ivinity of Chriſt, yet it — deni- 
that in the very times of the es, the 
Jewiſh. church, and many of the Geatiien 2 
Held che opinion of his being a mere man. 
tranſition ia quite ſudden, withuut any gra- 
dation at all. his muſt naturally have given 
greateſt alarm, ſuch; as is now given to _ 
who are called orthodox, by the preſent Socini- 
ans; and yet. nothing of this kind / can be per- 
ved. , Peſides, it is certainly moſt probable 
"that the chriſtians. of thoſe times urged-as\chty 
ere with the meanneſs of their maftgr,ſhould 
ineline to add ts, rather than zalejfrom, him da- 
tural rank and dignity. ute 9. H. pnad, 
&. 1. P. 73, 1 i ni eng 
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he preceding articles ma be N 

1. XX HEN rn 
V counts of things, that evidence ite 
preferred, which is either in itſelf mare yrbable, 
or more nn to other NN te iim 
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2 ' Hiſtoric, ti. 25 
| —_ | Neither n ene 
bet of men with reſpect to what is re 
to them, nor to their enemies with 


nrhat is table; but the account 
the one may be balanced by that of the 
[ 'Sutnmary Vi View, No. 10, | 0 


3. Accounts of any, ſet of men givenb 
enemies only are always ſuſpicious, - 
— of enemies, and deutet yay 
23 of body of men, collected from 
— "writings tes am are deſerv- | 


Wr | 
difparagingly of any ſect to undervalue their 
numbers, as well as every = elfe relating 
* . and it is equally. for thoſe. who 
to reſpectfully of any party, to re- 
members of it as more numerous 


Fer. 
—— — ary View, No. 13. . 
4 porn — 


perſons form themſelves into ſocie- 

they never fail to get ſome particular name, ei- 

ther ed by themſelves, or impoſed by 

othere! This is \necefſary in order to make 
4 the MAE converſation, long 

very incomenient. 


es in di 
** * No. 8. "80 
; 6. When articular. ATWO are aſcribed to 
ctrl aſs of men, without any diſtinction 
of che time when thoſe opinions were adopted 
= may be preſumed, that they were 
to hold thoſe opinions from the time 
Za received wel denomination. Sum- 
— No. ne | 
55 Wen a gerte deſcription Þ given E 
| A cl 


26 Maut of -Hitorical\ Criddcifnm. = 


perſon ho can be proved to have had the proper 
| whirattcr of one of that claſs, may be deemed 
to have belonged to it, and to have enjoyed all 
the privileges of it, NAY "uy 8 
mary View, No. 9. 141; % 46 326 
«8, When an hiſtorian; or writer of any kind, 
profeſſedly enumerates the ſeveral ſpecies belong» 
ang to any genus, or general body of men, and 
omits any particular ſpecies or denomination, 
which, if it had belonged to the genus, he, from 
His fituaticn and circumſtances, was not likely 
to have overlooked; it may be preſumed that he 
did not conſider chat particular ſpecies as be- 
longing to the genus. Summary View, No. J. 


pe. of a ſudden, and never by great bodies of 


ſuch changes as having been made gradually, 
And by eafy ſteps, is always the more probable 
on that account. Summary View, No. 16. 

10. The common or unlearned people, in any 
country, who do not ſpeculate much; retain long- 
eſt any opinions witk which their minds have 


look for the oldeſt: opinions in any country, or 
any claſs of men, among the common people, 


and not nee the learned. * Dummary”! View, 
No. 13, 14. Gtr: n f cl. vH. 


ſociety, they are moſt likely to have introduced 
them, ho held opinions ſimilar to them before 
they joined that ſociety; Summary View, Non p. 
_ 12. If any particular opinion has never failed 
. eye ;great- 3 im alb ages and na- 

tions, 


a claſs of perſons within any period of time, any 


9. Great: changes in opinion are not uſually 
men. That hiſtory, therefore; which repreſents 


been much impreſſed; and therefore we always 


11. If any new opinions be-intwodubediinto 2a 


t 


* 


, 
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Vontz un Which a contrary opinion has been gene- 

rally received, and that particular opinion can 
beg ed 0 have exiſted in any age or country 
when it did not excite indignation, jit may be 
concluded that it had many partizans in that 
age or country. For the opinion being the 
fame, it could not of itſelf be more reſpectable; 
and human nature being the ſame, it could nqt 


but have been regarded in the ſame light, ſo long 
as the ſame ſtreſs was laid on the oppolite opini- 


on. : Summary View, No. Is I Ty TI'2s i! 1491 FRO 
13. When a time is given, in which any ve= 


17 remarkable and intereſting opinion was not 


believed by a certain claſs of people, and another 
time" in which the belief of it was general, the 
introduction of ſuch an opinion may always be 
known by the effects which it will produce up- 
on the minds, and in the conduct of men; by 
the alarm which it will give to ſome, and the 


defence of it by others. If, therefore, no alarm 
was given, and no defence of it was made with · 


in 4 partipular period, it may be concluded 
| le introduction of it did not take place 
n that period. Summary View, No. 2, 33 6. 
15. When any particular opinion or prac- 


tice, is neceſſarily or cuſtomarily accompanied 


by any other opinion or practice; if the latter 
be not found within any particular period, it 
may be preſumed that the former did not exiſt 
r e that P Summary Vieu, No. g. 
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1. will be perceived that the ubale of this ni 
torical eridence is in favour of the proper uni- 
tarian doctrine, or that of Cluiſt being a mere 
man, kaying been the faith of the primitive 

church, 


not know that it 


MOR. 1 > — — — — 
— a vr ———ẽ4 — — ——— — 


28 Maxims..of Hiſtorical Critieiin. 
church, in oppoſition to the Arian no leſs than 


| | the Trinitarian hypotheſis. 


As to the Arian 1 4 5 in pertjenber, I do 


Arius himſelf, or at leaſt the & in which he 
lived. Both the Gnoſtics and the Platonizing 
chriſtians, were equally far from ſuppoſing that 
Chriſt. was a being created out of nothing; the for- 
mer having thoug Be him to be an emanation from 
the ſupreme ben „and the latter the logos of 


the Father — Fog And thou h they fome- 


times applied the term creation to this perſoniſica- 


tion, ſtill they did not ſuppoſe it to have been a 


creation.out of nothing. It was only a new mo- 


dification of what exiſted before. For God, 
| they ſaid, was always, eye, or had within | 
Ty im 


that principle which afterwards aſſumed a 
perſonal N er. 
Upon the whole, the Arian h hypotheſis . ap- 
pears to me to be deſtitute of all ſupport from 
chriſtian antiquity. ' Whereas it was never de- 
nied that the proper unitarian doctrine exiſted 
in the time of the apoſtles; and I think it evj- 
dent, that it was the faith of the bulk of chriſt- 
ians, and eſpecially the unlearned chriſtians, * 
two or three cent it, 


traced an y higher than 
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